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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
08/25/2005 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1-5, 8-12, 14, and 15 are pending. Claims 6-7, and 18 have been 
cancelled. Claims 1, and 14-15 are independent claims. 

3. The Examiner acknowledges amendment made to the Specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-5, 8-12, and 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nehab et al. (hereinafter Nehab, U.S. Patent No. 6,029,182, filed 
10/04/1996) in view of Smith et al. (hereinafter Smith, U.S. Patent No. 5,181,162, filed 
12/06/1989). 
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In regard to independent Claim 1 (and similarly independent Claims 14, and 
15), Nehab teaches WebFormatter, which is a system for processing a hypermedia 
document. 

Nehab continues by teaching receiving a request for a single composition 
composed of a plurality of graphics, each graphic accessible from one of a plurality of 
different sources in that the system accesses the hypermedia document, extracts 
addresses from the hypermedia document, and stores the addresses extracted from the 
hypermedia document in a container (Col. 12, lines 64-67; Col. 13, lines 1-3). Nehab's 
invention contains the components {references) to the composition in a container that is 
then further processed by the system to retrieve data stored at the addresses in the 
container to a memory, and extracts predetermined data from the downloaded data in 
accordance with predetermined configuration information (Col. 13, lines 3-11). This 
compares with the limitation, obtaining, for each of the plurality of different sources, a 
reference to the graphic accessible from that source. 

Nehab continues by teaching that extracted data is reformatted into a formatted 
document. The formatted document can then be printed, stored in an RFT (Rich Text 
Format) file, or edited in any RTF compatible editor such as MS Word, WordPerfect, 
Wordpad, etc. (CoL 13, lines 22-30). Thus, Nehab teaches creating the single 
composition that includes each reference and information for positioning each 
referenced graphic within a document generated by processing the composition. 
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Nehab does fail in this embodiment to teach positioning information for each 
graphic. However, in a first embodiment discussed by Nehab is taught a similar system 
which does allow the user, within the context of profiling information, to define formatting 
information for the document associated with each URL reference (see Figs. 9A-C, 
where for a given URL, layout and formatting information is defined by the user) 

Smith teaches an invention that decomposes a given document into logical 
components, which are stored as discrete "objects" in an object-oriented computational 
environment. Stored objects are organized, accessed and manipulated through a 
database management system (DBMS). The DBMS provides a coherent, consistent 
encoding of object content, object attributes and inter-object relationships. Ultimately, 
the objects are assembled into an integrated whole when the document is to be 
physically produced, i.e., printed or displayed electronically or electronically transmitted. 

Smith continues by teaching that, at a minimum, objects contain "content," that 
is, basic information-bearing constituents such as text, image, voice or graphics. 
Objects may also contain further data ("attributes") specifying (a) logical or physical 
relationships to other objects or to the document as a whole, (b) characteristics relating 
to the appearance of the content (e.g., format, layout), or (c) access restrictions. For 
example, a check may be divided into the simple logical objects "check number," 
"payee," "payor," "amount," "signature," and "account number" The content of the 
logical object "check number" will be the representative characters, but this object might 
also contain a layout attribute indicating ttiat it is to be placed at the upper-left-hand 
corner of the check document A character font may also be specified. In addition to 
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attribute data, an object can contain procedures that store, send, delete, modify and 
display the object (Col. 2, lines 54-67; Col. 3, lines 1-13). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the teachings of Nehab 
and Smith as both inventions relate to the composition of documents from selected 
components. The addition of the Smith invention to Nehab provides the benefit of 
providing a more complete set of parameters, including formatting and layout 
information, telling each component it's "place" in the composition in addition to its 
content. 

In regard to dependent Claim 2, Nehab teaches the obtaining step comprises 
obtaining a reference to a graphic accessible from a different web site in that container 
contents screen (87) provides four buttons; i.e., Add current URL button (88) which 
adds the current URL to container (76), Delete button (89) which permits a user to 
highlight and delete a URL in container (76), Empty button (90) which permits a user to 
empty container (76), and Done button (91 ) which permits a user to close Container 
Contents screen (87) (Col. 16, lines 4-12). 

In regard to dependent Claim 3, Nehab does not specifically teach that at least 
one graphic is generated dynamically at the different web site, when the web site is 
accessed. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to assume that any one or more of the URL's specified in Nehab's 
Container Contents screen (87) (shown in Fig, 9B) could have pointed to a web site 
whose pages were generated dynamically either in part or as a whole since Nehab's 
invention specifically deals with the generation of a personalized Newspaper; the 
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content of news sources is commonly dynamic just as news itself is dynamic. The 
benefit would have been to provide the latest information to the user. 

In regard to dependent Claim 4, Nehab teaches that each of a plurality of the 
different sources are on different web sites from said assembling web site in that a data 
retrieval system which can retrieve articles from a news service, from a magazine 
service, or from a combination of both services which are located on the World Wide 
Web, a private computer network that supports hypermedia links, or any other 
hypermedia-linked computer system is taught (Col. 1, lines 13-19). 

In regard to dependent Claim 5, Nehab teaches the obtaining step comprises 
accessing at least two different web sites and retrieving information therefrom in that a 
data retrieval system which can retrieve articles from a news service, from a magazine 
service, or from a combination of both services which are located on the World Wide 
Web, a private computer network that supports hypermedia links, or any other 
hypermedia-linked computer system is taught (Col. 1, lines 13-19). 

In regard to dependent Claim 8, Nehab teaches that the single composition 
designates a referenced graphic a position that is different relative to that of another 
referenced graphic in that Figs. 4 and 5 the process by which personal-news-profile (19) 
is defined. To create personal-news-profile (19), personal-news-profile editor (16) 
communicates with personal-news-profile (19), site profile (20), and Web reader (34). 
Personal-news-profile (19) contains information as to what sites to access for creating a 
personalized newspaper, what sections to retrieve from those sites, rules to be used to 
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determine what data to extract from the sections and the articles therein, rules to 
determine how to exclude links, and newspaper format information (Col. 7, lines 23-34). 

In regard to dependent Claim 9, Nehab teaches that at least one of the sources 
is a file in that in alternative embodiments of WebFormatter, a filename can also be 
entered into URL address field (44). For example, in these alternative embodiments, if a 
user wishes to format a hyper-linked manual into a book-like format, the user enters the 
filename into URL address field (44). Thereafter, WebFormatter proceeds through the 
file in the same manner as through specified Web pages in order to reformat the hyper- 
linked manual as desired (Col. 14, lines 36-42). 

In regard to dependent Claim 10, Nehab teaches the using step comprises 
serving the composition to an imaging client in that WebFormatter is stand-alone utility 
software that can be used in conjunction with different Web browsers, such as 
Netscape, Mosaic and Internet Explorer. In short, WebFormatter extracts data from a 
Web page, strips out extemporaneous data from the extracted data, and reformats the 
data into a formatted document. The formatted document can then be printed, stored in 
an RTF (Rich Text Format) file, or edited in any RTF compatible editor, such as MS 
Word, WordPerfect, Wordpad, etc (CoL 13, lines 22-30). 

In regard to dependent Claim 11, Nehab teaches that the using step comprises 
printing the composition in that the invention also provides a method for synthesizing all 
retrieved news articles and printing the synthesized news articles into a newspaper-type 
format in which each of the articles is arranged based on a user's predefined layout 
(Col. 1, lines 30-34). 
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In regard to dependent Claim 12, Nehab does not teach that the using step 
comprises sending the composition by email to a designated web site. However, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
email the composition, just as one can email other documents, graphics, audio and 
video to a web site capable of handling email, allowing for the efficient transport of the 
contents of a composition to another web site for possible posting. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicants arguments, see RCE. filed 08/25/2005, with respect to the rejection(s) 
of claim(s) 1-12, 14-1 5, and 1 8 under Nehab in view of Ferrel have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, 
upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Nehab in 
combination with Smith . Specifically, Applicant argued that neither Nehab nor Ferrel 
taught the limitation whereby positioning information was associated with each 
reference to content (graphic). The Examiner respectfully agrees only if the 
interpretation of the claim language is meant to describe positioning information that is 
attached to each reference prior to retrieval. Another interpretation, that the designer of 
the composition adds the positional information to each component, is found in the 
Nehab reference and similarly in the newly added Smith reference. It is this 
interpretation that was used in the new rejection. 
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Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James H. Blackwell whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 4089. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Frl. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather R. Herndon can be reached on 571 -272-41 36. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

8. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

James H. Blackwell 
10/13/05 

WiaiAMBASHORg 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



